Re: slightly revised letter to Mr. Wright
Jennifer Lane Sabrina Forrest 10/26/2011 04:28 PM

Jennifer Lane/R8/USEPA/US

Sabrina,

here is the letter with my minor edits. Did David O have any additions? Also | spoke with Marilyn after the
BLM call; you'll see her response.

Jennifer

----- Sabrina Forrest/R8/USEPA/US wrote: -----

To: Jennifer Lane/R8/USEPA/US@EPA, lane.jennifer@comcast.net

From: Sabrina Forrest/R8/USEPA/US

Date: 10/26/2011 10:35AM

Subject: Fw: Scan to Email from 4178ML

Here is the revised letter to John Wright and below is David O's and Martin's edits to the J. Paul Brown letter
are below. | gave the John Wright letter to David to review, but your input is much appreciated/needed too.
(See attached file: ResponseOption2JohnWright.docx)

Sincerely,

Sabrina Forrest

Site Assessment Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

1595 Wynkoop Street, Mail Code: 8EPR-B

Denver, CO 80202-1129

Direct Ph: 303-312-6484

Toll Free: 1 800-227-8917, 312-6484

Fax: 303-312-6065

Agency Cell: 303-589-1286

E-mail: forrest.sabrina@epa.gov

NOTICE: The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) named
above. This message and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information. If the reader
is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have
received this document in error and any review, dissemination, disclosure, distribution, use, or copying of the
contents of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify
me immediately by e-mail or telephone and destroy all copies of the original message and any attachments.
----- Forwarded by Sabrina Forrest/R8/USEPA/US on 10/26/2011 10:31 AM -----

From: Mail R8Printer/R8/USEPA/US@EPA

To: Sabrina Forrest/R8/USEPA/US@EPA

Date: 10/26/2011 10:17 AM

Subject: Scan to Email from 4178ML

Please open the attached document. This document was digitally sent to you using an HP Digital Sending
device.

(See attached file: [Untitled].pdf)

[attachment "[Untitled].pdf" removed by Jennifer Lane/R8/USEPA/US]



[attachment "ResponseOption2JohnWright.docx" removed by Jennifer Lane/R8/USEPA/US] D -
CementCreekResponsedJohnWright.docx



 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 8
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Ref:  8EPR-B



John H. Wright

1872 Hwy 110

P.O. Box 308

Silverton, CO 81433

RE:  9-12-11 e-mail “EPA Superfund in 

San Juan County				



Dear Mr. Wright:



Thank you for your September 12, 2011 email.  The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) sincerely appreciates receiving your input. The EPA is hopeful that ongoing dialogues between involved parties and agencies will result in actions that improve water quality in the Animas River.  



Although EPA and other parties have researched various studies and documents, we are unaware of the existence of any pre-mining baseline metals data for Upper Cement Creek. We have been madeare aware of historical anecdotal accounts of the water quality in some of the watersheds within the Red Mountain District.  Several studies conducted by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) have identified low pH waters with elevated heavy metals that can be attributed to the Red Mountain District. Studies have documented elevated metals loads --copper, cadmium, lead, manganese and zinc— that are attributable to increased flows from several uncontrolled and unpermitted mine discharges since the American Tunnel was plugged (1996, 2001, and 2002) and water treatment ceased (2004). 



In August and September of 1999, as well as September 2004, members of the Animas River Stakeholders Group (ARSG) observed that flows had increased from some upper Cement Creek mines that previously had much lower flow.  EPA and ARSG member data from 2005 and 2006 also noted increased flows and metals concentrations from these upper Cement Creek mines.  The EPA and other ARSG members had not fully characterized the changing upper Cement Creek water quality due to the presence of active or permitted mining company involvement until approximately 2006. 



In 2009, the EPA and ARSG members began implementing a water quality sampling program to characterize the changing situation.  The increased metals loads from the largest untreated mine discharges in Cement Creek contain overmore than 8 times the amount of copper and between from 8 andto 30 times the amount of zinc that Sunnyside Gold Corporation was allowed to discharge while they were treating water.  Some of these discharges also contain more thanover 34 times the highest background concentration collected during the water quality events.  The ARSG shared results from athe 2010 Colorado Division of Wildlife (DOW) electro-fishing event, which show that only brook trout were caught in the Animas near Cascade Creek. , whereas  R2005 records from DOW document showed the presence of brown, rainbow, and cutthroat or cutbow trout at that same location in 2005.  At Elk Park, which is about five miles downstream of Silverton, there were also declines in numbers and size classes of brook trout, the only species recorded.; brook trout. At this time, the amounts of metals that need removed to improve water quality and fisheries in the Animas River are being evaluated.



In October 2010, the EPA also conducted a Site Reassessment to determine whether the National Priorities List (NPL) might be a possible tool to address the worsening water quality. At this point, no particular group or agency one has taken the lead to address the watershed and the EPA is continuing to participate in ongoing stakeholder conversations to determine the best path forward.  EPA seeks state support and community acceptance prior to proposing or placing any sites on the NPL. The EPA has consistently supported the ARSG since the 1990s with funding, EPA staff resources, and actions that complemented community-led efforts to improve water quality. Whatever the path forward, we understand that realistic cleanup goals can’t be set without quantifying both background and mining sources of metals. 



Regarding your questions about funding, at this point, no decisions have been made about a specific source of funding.  Because EPA must be accountable for how we spend our time and money, we need to first determine whether there are any viable potentially responsible parties that could help to address the watershed.  EPA and BLM are working together to determine what options (and therefore funding) might be available to best address the concerns, and as you may have read, Sunnyside has offered funding toward a solution.  Given that we have not yet developed a solution to the contamination we don’t know at this time how Sunnyside’s offer would fit into the mix.



We hope this answers your questions.  If not or if you would find it useful, we would be happy to speak with you by telephone.  We embrace the ongoing dialogue about the problem and next steps to developing an effective and implementable plan for improving water quality.



Sincerely,









							Sabrina Forrest

							Site Assessment Manager
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